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Art Unit: 3692 

DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
Paragraph [0006] refers to "...billers employ companies known as called bill 

service...". Sentence should include "known as" or "called". 

Paragraph [0028] refers to "...clearing network 160..." instead of "...clearing 

network 170...". 

Paragraph [0032] refers to "...includes a number of process which..." instead of 
"includes a number of processes which...". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 O.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3, 6-7, 16-23, 26-27, 36-42, 45-46, 55-61, 64-65 and 74-77 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,968,319 B1 to 
Remington et al. (further referred to as Remington). 



Application/Control Number: 10/020,641 



Art Unit: 3692 



Page 3 



Regarding claims 1-3, 16-23, 36-42, 55-61 and 74-77, Remington discloses a 
system and method for concentrating electronic payments (columns 1-17) comprising 

A clearing network comprising a private electronic data network for financial 
transactions (columns 3-4) 

A communications network comprising a public electronic data network (column 
5, lines 48-57; column 7, lines 10-33) 

A biller system comprising a general purpose computer system programmed to 
generate bill data, wherein the bill data comprises for each bill an amount due and an 
identifier (Figures 6-9) 

c-type payor systems comprising a first plurality of payor systems connected to 
the clearing network, the c-type payor systems comprising general purpose computer 
systems programmed to make individual electronic payments to the biller via the 
clearing network, the electronic payments of the c-type payor systems comprising a 
payment amount and an identifier (columns 3-4) 

e-type payor systems comprising a second plurality of payor systems connected 
to the communications network, the e-type payor systems comprising general purpose 
computer systems programmed to make individual electronic payments to the biller via 
e-mail to an e-mail address associated with the biller, the electronic payments of the e- 
type payor systems comprising a payment amount and an identifier (column 4) 
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a financial institution system connected to the clearing network and the 
communications network, the financial institution system comprising a general purpose 
computer system programmed to 

provide a depository account for the biller 

receive the bill data 

receive the electronic payments from c-type payor systems 
receive the electronic payments from the e-type payor systems 
periodically group the electronic payments (column 4, lines 7-36; column 
16, lines 53-59) 

match the grouped electronic payments with the bill data using the amount 
due and the identifier in the bill data on the one hand, and the payment amount and the 
identifier from the c-type payor systems and the e-type payor systems on the other hand 
(column 1 , lines 38-48; column 4; column 6, lines 4-29) 

periodically credit the biller's depository account for the electronic 
payments from the c-type payor systems and the e-type payor systems (column 1 6, 
lines 53-59). 

Regarding claims 6-7, 26-27, 45-46 and 64-65, Remington discloses the system 
further comprising a payment service provider system for making payments on behalf of 
psp-type payors, the psp-type payors comprising a third plurality of payors; wherein the 
payment service provider system is connected to the clearing network, and the payment 
service provider system comprises a general purpose computer system to receive 
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payment authorizations from the psp-type payors and make electronic payments to the 
biller via the clearing network of aggregated payments for the psp-type payors, the 
aggregated electronic payments of the payment service provider system comprising a 
payment amount and an identifier for each individual payment of the psp-type payors 
(columns 3-4). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 



Claims 4-5, 8, 24-25, 28, 43-44, 47, 62-63 and 66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Remington. 
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Regarding claims 4-5, 24-25, 43-44 and 62-63, Remington discloses the system 
or method wherein the financial institution is programmed to group the electronic 
payments (column 4, lines 7-36; column 16, lines 53-59). Remington does hot 
specifically disclose where the c-type and e-type payments are grouped separately, 
however, Remington discloses where c-type payments are grouped together (column 4, 
lines 7-36) and further where remittance information is batched with payment 
instructions that are in a file compatible for resolution (column 16, lines 53-59). It would 
be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to group 
payment types together for processing, sorting based on type, such that types are 
separate. As Remington discloses batching c-type payments such that like transactions 
are batched, the motivation for grouping also e-type payments would be to provide a 
systematic mechanism by which to transfer payment types such that the receiver would 
be expecting to process certain types of transactions together, where c-type and e-type 
transactions are separate for handling. 

Regarding claims 8, 28, 47 and 66 Remington does not disclose where the . 
financial institution system is programmed to credit the biller's depository account for the 
payments from the c-type payor systems and the e-type payor systems on a daily basis. 
However, Remington discloses where remittance information is pooled and sent in 
batch (column 16, lines 53-59) and it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
• at the time of the invention to perform settlement on a daily basis. The motivation would 
be that while financial transactions take place throughout the day and a record 
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compiled, the books are settled on a daily basis, starting each day with transactions of 
the day before cleared. 

Claims 9-15, 29-35, 48-54, 67-73 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Remington as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Pub. 
No. U.S. 2002/0082991 A1 to Friedman et al. (further referred to as Friedman). 

Remington does not disclose the where a report is sent for matched electronic 
payments and for exceptions where payments do not match a bill. However, Friedman 
discloses where a report is sent for matched electronic payments and for exceptions 
where payments do not match a bill (page 1, paragraph 5; page 2, paragraph 32-page 
3, paragraph 35). It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the electronic bill payment system as disclosed by Remington to 
adapt the use of providing payment and exception reporting as disclosed by Friedman. 
The motivation would be that understanding accounts which are properly matched and 
paid verses accounts which are not would be an essential accounting data element in 
proper account management 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Jennifer 

Liversedge whose telephone number is 571-272-3167. The examiner can normally be 

» 

reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30 - 5 PM. 



e 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Chilcot can be reached at 571-272-6777. The fax number for the 
organization where the application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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